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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected the claims 1 , 2, 5, 6. 8, 9, 12, 13, 
15, 16, 17, 23, and 24 under 35 U.S.C, 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite. 
Soleiy in order to expedite prosecution, claims have been amended. It is respectfully 
requested that the Examiner withdraw this rejection. The Examiner has also rejected 
claims 1-4, 6-11. 13-17, 21, 22, and 25-27 under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,151,703 {CrelJer). Claim 5 has been presented in an independent 
fomn and has been further amended to additionally recite features of claims 2, 5 and 7. 
Similarly, other independent claims have been amended to additionally recite features 
of dependent claims. No substantive claim amendment has been made. Accordingly, ft 
is respectfully requested that the Examiner enter this amendment The Examiner's 
rejection is fully traversed below. 

(a) Cre//erdoes NOT teach or suggest an object representation that 
includes an array of references such that each reference references an instance 
field of the object being represented (claim 5) 

It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner has NOT even addressed this 
feature in the Final Office Action as the Examiner has merely alleged that "a method 
table 420, in turn, includes a list of methods for the objects of the class" (Final Office 
Action, page 5). Clearly, a list of methods does NOT teach or even remotely suggest an 
array of references that each references an instance field of an object. Moreover, it is 
respectfully submitted that Cre/Zer does NOT teach or suggest this feature. 

(b) The combination of CreZ/er and Brown do NOT teach or suggest an 
object representation that includes a first reference to an internal class 
representation that includes a header of predetermined size which is immediately 
followed by a method table (claim 5) 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has admitted that Cre//er does NOT 
teach an internal class representation which includes a header of a predetermined size 
(Final Office Action, page 9), Nevertheless, the Examiner has asserted that Cr^iier 
teaches that the method table is allocated Immediately after the header. Clearly^ the 



Atiy. Docket No.: SUNlP83iyP6164 Page 7 of 9 Serial No.: 09/886,454 

PAGE 9/11 ' RCVD AT 6/7/2005 5:40:42 PM [Eastern DayOght Time] ' SVR:USPT0{FXRF-1I4 ' DNIS:872»306' CSID:16509618301 ' DURATION (infn-ss]:0248 



JUN. 7.2005 2:46PM 16509618301 



NO. 361 P. 10 



Examiner's rejection Is improper as it would be impossible for CrelierXo teach that a 
method table is allocated Immediately after the header in the intemal class 
representation when admrttently Crelier does NOT teach intemal class representation 
which includes the header . Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that the combination 
of Cre//er and Brown do NOT teach or suggest these features. 

(c) Cre//er does NOT teach or suggest an object representation that 
includes a direct reference to an interna! class representation (claim 8) 

It is respectfully submitted that this feature has NOT been addressed In the Final 
Office Action. Moreover, it Is respectfully submitted that Crelier does NOT teach or 
suggest this feature. 
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CONCLUSION 



Based on the foregoing, it is submitted that all pending claims are patentably 
distinct over the cited art of record. Additional limitations recited in the independent 
claims or the dependent claims are not further discussed because the limitations 
discussed above are sufficient to distinguish the claimed invention from the cited art. 
Accordingly, Applicant believes that all pending claims are allowable and respectfully 
requests a Notice of Allowance for this application from the Examiner 

Applicants hereby petition for an extension of time which may be required to 
maintain the pendency of this case, and any required fee for such extension or any 
further fee required in connection with the filing of this Amendment is to be charged to 
Deposit Account No, 500388 (Order No. SUN1 P831). Should the Examiner believe that 
a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this application, the 
undersigned can be reached at the telephone number set out below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

BEYER WEAVER & THOMAS, LLP 




R. Mahboubian 
Reg. No, 44,890 



P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
(650) 961-8300 
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